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UNITED STATES TAX COURT
WASHINGTON, DC 20217

JOSEPH A. INSINGA,
Petitioner,
Docket No. 4609-12W.

V.

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE,
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Respondent

ORDER OF DISMISSAL FOR LACK OF JURISDICTION

On March 30, 2012, respondent filed a motion to dismiss for lack of
jJurisdiction, asserting “that no notice of determination under IRC § 7623 (b) (4)
sufficient to form the basis for a petition to this court was sent to petitioner nor has
respondent made any other determination with respect to petitioner's whistleblower
claims that would confer jurisdiction on this Court” and that “petitioner's due
process rights attach once a determination is issued, at which time he has a
statutory right under I.R.C. § 7623 (b) (4) to appeal to the Tax Court within 30
days of the final agency determination. Such a determination letter has not been
issued here.” Petitioner filed an objection on April 18, 2012; but on April 22,
2013, petitioner filed a motion for leave to withdraw his objection to the motion to
dismiss, “so that this case may be dismissed, without prejudice”. It is therefore

ORDERED that petitioner’s motion for leave is granted and that his
objection to the motion to dismiss is deemed withdrawn. It 1s further

ORDERED that respondent’s motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction is
granted, and that the petition is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.

(Signed) David Gustafson
Judge
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ENTERED: APR 23 2013

SERVED Apr 23 2013



